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TO | 
Mr. SHEPHERD's Conſiderations, &c. 
In a Letter to himſelf. 


CHAP. I 
The Author's proof, that there were ſeveral 
Congre row of of Chriſtians at Corinth, 


when St. Paul wrote his firſt Epiſtle to 
) the Corinthians, Vindicated. 


SIR, 


Have peruſed your Conſiderations on my De- 
fence of the Diſcowrſe + TL, and return 
you the ene Anſwer to them. 


+, You have taken no notice of the firſt and ſecond, 

but begin with the third Chapter; in which I un- 

dertook to prove, that there were ſeveral Congre- 
ations of Chriſtians at Corinth, when St. Paul wrote 
is firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians. This Aſſertion 


wrote his firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians. 2. What 
Number of Chriſtians there was at that time in Co- 


rib, 2 =. 


I made good by ſlewing, 1. At what time St. Ba 
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2 An ANSWER to 
As to the firſt of theſe Particulars, I ſhewed that 
St. Paul writ his firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians bet- 
ter than four years after his firſt Preaching of the 
Goſpel there. Hereupon you tell me roundly, 
that I ay, S. Paul preached 22 or five years at Co- 
riath. Whereas I was fo far from faying this, or 
any thing like it; that I had proved from Scripture, 
that St. Paul did not tarry at Corinth better than four 
ears after his firſt Plantation of the Goſpe! there. 
ecauſe afterhehad tarried at Corintha year and half, 
he went to Epheſus, Feruſalem, &c. within that ſpace 
of time. And from thence, one wou'd think, it 
ſhou'd plaialy follow, that St. Paul did not, in my 
opinion, preach at Corinth thoſe four or five years; 
unleſs you wou'd have me believe, that St. Paul 
might = Eph:ſus, Feruſalem, &c. and yet preach 
at Corinth at the ſame time. n 
Az to the ſecond Particular, relating to the Num- 
ber of Chriſtians then at Corinth, I had (a) faid, Cer- 
taiely there muſt have been many thouſands, But ſay 
( you, if there were ſuch Numbers of Chriſtians then 
an Corinth, che Number of Converts in that place did 
far exceed, what was uſual in other parts of the World. 
Say you ſo, Sir? What then do you think of Ferg- 
ſalem, in which three thouſand were converted in one 
day, Acts . 41. and five thouſand more believed, 
As 4.4. Theſe Convertsdo make up eight thouſand 
' perſons. And yet beſides theſe, we read of many o- 
ther indefinite Numbers in the Acłs of the Apoſtles. 
The Lord added to the Church daily ſuch as ſhould be ſa- 
ved, Acts 2 47. And believers were the more added to 
the Lord, multitudes both of Men and Women, Acts 5. 
14. And again, this Church was multiplied, Acts 9. 


=_ \ 
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$1: And the Word of God grewand multiplied, Acts 


12. 24. There was, you lee, a very great, as well 


as quick, increaſe of the Church of Feraſalem. 

But farther, what ſaies St. James to St. Paul? 
Thox ſeeſt, brother, how many thouſands of Jews there 
are, which believe, &c. Acts 21.20. In the Greek 
*tis ee. which ſignifies tens of thonſands; and 
therefore that Text ought to be rendred thus, Thox 
ſeeſt, brother, how many times ten thouſand Jews there 
are, which believe, &c. Now that I may be very 


. reaſonable, I will ſuppoſe, that thoſe many times 


ten thouſand were only four times ten thouſand. 
And becauſe ſome of them might be (in ſome mens 
opinion) Inhabitants; not of that City, but of the 
Parts adjacent; therefore I will alſo ſuppoſe, that 
only one half of thoſe forty thouſand Fews were 
Inhabitants of Jeruſalem. Well then; there were 
twenty thouſand believing Fews at Feruſalem, and 
God knows how many believing Gentiles; and all 
theſe put together made a vaſt body of Chriſtians. 
But farther ſtill, Euſebius will (a) inform you, 
that before the Deſtruction of Feruſalem, which 
City was deſtroyed a few years after the Writing of 
the firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians, the Unbelieving 
Fews were afraid, that the Whole City of Feruſa- 
lem wou'd become Chriſtian; and that this fear led 


them on to the Murder of St. Fames. And after 


theſe plain and ſull Teſtimonies, I think I need add 
no. other proofs of the Wonderful increafe of the 


Church of Feraſalem. 


I know, it may be objected, that the Chriſtians 
of Feruſalem went to Pella, before the Deſtruction 
of their own City ; and that Pella was not able to 


— 


(a) E. E. L. 2. c. 23. Edit. Valeſ. £ 
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receive ſo vaſt a number of people as I pretend.thofe 
Chriſtians were, together with irs own Inhabitants. 
Now ſome call in queſtion the truth of this ſtory ; 
but I ſhall not. Nor ſhall I diſpute the bigneſs of 
Pella, and what ſhifts the Chriſtians made there. 
*Tis ſufficient. for me, that there is evident proof 
of the number I pretend; and that Pella could much 
better receive ſuch a number of Chriſtians, than K. 
deſb, which ſtood in a deſert, Numb. 20. 1. could 
receive all the Children of Iſael, Numb. 20. 16. 
It muſt be ſed therefore, that the Chriſtians 
were in and about Pella; and this they might be, 
tho? their Number had been three times greater. 
I have been particular in the inſtance of the 
Church of FJeraſalem, becauſe I ſhall have occa- 
ſion for it afterwards. And were I not unwilling 
to be tedious in fo plain a Cafe, I could prove from 
Scripture, that Vaſt Numbers were converted in o- 
yr e Cities. I am ſure Euſebius, who under- 
the true Numbers of the Primitive Chriſttans 
much better than you or I, ſaies (a) expreſſy, that 
in the beginnings of Chriſtianity the Goſpel ſpread 
with ſuch marvellous ſucceſs, that Churches (ee. 
e.) of ten thouſand Men a piece, and conſiſtin 
of Vaſt Multitudes, were planted in all Cities — 
Villages. Now tis poſſible, that the Number ten 
thouſand may be a definite for an indefinite number; 
but yet the exact and true Number muſt have been 
very great; and probably ſome Cities at leaſt muſt 
have had full that Number of Chriſtians in them. 
However, becauſe J will ſtill be reaſonable, I will 
ſuppoſe, that Euſebius made the moſt of the mat- 
ter; may (tho' I think it almoſt an injury to Exſe- 


(a) L. 2. c. 3. 
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no no longer ſay, that i there were fifa 


above rwo hundred years after Chri 


Mr. Shepherd's Conſiderations. F. 


bias) ] will be content to ſuppoſe, that he was con- 
ſiderably miſtaken, and that there was no one City 
in the World beſides Feruſalem, which had at that 
time above fix thouſand Chriſtians in it. 

This then being granted, that ſome Cities had ſix 


thouſand Chriſtians a piece in them; What ſhall we 


think of Corinth, which was a vaſtly great and po- 
pulous City, and had the labors of St. Paul, Apo- 
los, &c. to plant and cultivate the Goſpel in it, with 
a ſpecial promiſe of peculiar ſucceſs? Might not this 
City be well ſuppoſed to have had ſix thouſand Chri- 
ſtians in it, as well as any other? And yet I ſuppo- 
ſed only fifteen hundred therein, in my Defence; 
and tho' I think, I have now given you a 

ſtration of a much greater, yet I will ſtill be con- 
tent with the ſame Number. And I hope you will 
teen hundred 


Chriſtians then in Corinth, the Number of Converts 
in that place did far exceed what was nſual in other 
parts 'of the Warld. HUMID, 2017 eil a 
But it ſeems, (a) you cannot ſuppoſe me ſo little 
converſant in, or unacquainted (I ſuppoſe you mean, 
acquainted) with Antiquity, as ro be ignorant, that for 
|, thar vaſt Ci 
of Rome had no more Chriſtians, than might meet to- 
gether in one place for the exerciſe of Religions Worſhip. 
And the ſame may be ſaid of Alexandria, And why 
we ſhowld look for larger Numbers of Converts in Co- 
rinth, than in either Rome or Alexandria, je cant 
I perceive, Sir, that notwithſtanding ſome 


haſty 


words dropt in another place, you have a very 
fy 


at Opinion of my Skill in Church-Hiſtory. You 
„Tos cannot ſuppoſe me ignorant, that for above rwo 


(3) c. r. 6. 


& 4. ANSWER to 


hundred. years, &c, Why truly, if I did know this 
thing, which you cannot ſuppoſe me ignorant of; 
Lam ſure I ſhould then know, what no- body Ts; 
| beſides my ſelf. - And this indeed is an extrava 
— tion of my Knowledge, But 1 ſhall . 
y conſider each of theſe inſtances. 
z. Tou ſay, that that Vaſt City of Rome, bad 
no more Chriſtians in it for above two hundred 
after Chriſt, than might meet together in one 
place for the exerciſe of Religious Worſhip. Where- 
- 2s whoſoever has read Tertwlian's ria wn. cannot 
but knou, that the City of Rome had fo great a Num- 
ber of Chriſtians in it, within that Very time which 
mention, as muſt of neceſſity make a very great 
Number of Diſtio& Congregations. For twas with- 
in that 3 of time, that Tertullian lived: 
and wrote his Apology to the Romas Governors; 
and I am ſure; he tells you (a) therein, that the 
Number of | Chriſtians. was then ſo great in Rome: 
that ſhould the Chriſtians leave it, it won'd be in 
mauer deſalate; and as it were dead. He faies alſo, 
that the Citizens of Rome were (b) almoſt all of them 
Ghriftians; and that the Gentiles complained, (c) that 
the City was over · run with r and that every 
6 N — — — 2 * ; = — 


KOs gie enim tanra\ vis a in wo 5 remoti daun 
us a yobig, ſuffudiſſet utique dominationem veſtram tot 
miſſio crvium; imma etiam & ipſa deſtitutione 


um rerum, & ſtuporem quendam quali mortuæ urbis; quæ- 


ſiſſetis, quibus in ca imperaſſetis. Tertul. A pol. c. 37-Ed,Pamel.Pariſ. 
255 oh eee. ræ 12 


— — dente tranſpr Tad hoc nomen qua- 
Fee ibid, cap. J: P22, d 4 e wy 


ru . ſexy 
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ſex, age, condition, and rank, of men became Chriſtians. 
_ Nay, he (a) aſſures the Roman Governors, that the 
Chriſtians ſpent more Fran hincenſ in a ſtreet for bury- 
ing their dead, than the Gentiles ſpent in a Temple 
their Gods. Ina word, he (6b) ſaies in ens, ic 
they, had filled the Roman Cities, Iſlands, Caſtles, 
Free Towns, Councils, Camps, &c. and had left 
them nothing to enjoy alone, but only their 1dol- 
Temples, This and a great deal more Tertullian 
ſaies; and I appeal to your ſelf, whether theſe 
Expreſſions concerning the Number of Chriſtians 
in that Vaſt City of Rome, the Miſtreſs of the 
World, do not plainly prove, that the Chriſtians 
were ſo numerous in that City, that could 
not poſſibly meet together in one place for the exer- 
ciſe of Religious Worſhip. . 
I I know, you make uſe of the Authority of 
(c Euſebius to countenance what you fay: but 
Euſebius in that place which you quote, faies no- 
thing like what you pretend. What he fates is 
this; that all the Brethren met to chuſe a Biſhop, 
and that Fabian was choſen by them all, And why 
may not all the Chriſtians of Rome be faid to meet, 
for the choice of a Biſhop; tho” every indivi- 
dual perſon be not preſent in that A ſſembly: as 
well as all the People of London may be ſaid in 
the ſame Senſe to meet for the Choice of a Lord 
Mayor? 1. pray, did the Women meet upon that 


Al. Al 


4 — * —— 2 — VI — 


a Ftocedin inſumit yicatim, quam veſtra religio templatim. ibid. 


tium, 17% 278.259 | Gee 24 
p.37. PS. C KE. Ib. 6. cap. 299 
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s A ANSWER two 
occaſion? And were not the Women Chriſtians 
as well as the Men? But granting, that every in- 
dividual Chriſtian in Rome did then meet in one 
place upon that occaſion; will it follow from thence, 
that there were no more of them at that Choice, 
than could meet together in one place for Reli- 
gioùs Worſhip? Do you imagin, that all thoſe 
perſons who actually meet for the Choice of a 
Lord Mayor, could alſo meet together in one place 
for Religious Worſhip ? Is there no difference in 
this reſpe& between voting and praying? Or can 
as many perſons hear a Sermon together in a Reli- 
gious Aſſembly, as can meet together at an E- 
Ietion ? But I am aſhamed of ſuch Arguments. 
21. As for Alexandria, Euſebius (if you had read 
him, as you ought, and not contented” your ſelf 
with a miſtaken Quotation, which you have proba- 
bly borrow'd at ſecond hand) would inform you, 
that the Evangeliſt St. Mart himſelf (4) planted 
, Churches there; which proves, that there 
Was more than one Congregation at Alexandria 
within the time you mention.” © © | 
1 could eafily enlarge upon this Subject. Ter- 
tullias tells Scapula, that (b) almoſt the greater part 
f every City was in his time Chriſtian. And what 
then ſhall we think of the Numbers of Chriſtians 
at Rome and Alexandria ? But I muſt remember 
what you have been pleaſed to (c) ſay, that I am but 
of N „and that I have read little in Divinity, 
and digeſted leſs. For this reaſon tis adviſable for 
me to be very thrifty and ſparing of my little 
Stock; and not waſte any more quotations in the 
n * — — mmm — 
(a) Lb. 2. cip. 16. (6) Pars pene major civitatis cujuſque, 
_ #d Scap. NIP p. 130. (e) | £4 A 
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Diſcovery of your ignorance and miſtakes.” What 


T have ſaid already, will convince any Man living, 


"that you talk at random of what you do not at 


all underſtand ; and this being proved, 1 [ have ob. 
tained my end. 

I muſt now return to the Point, ſwm which 
have forced me to make a little Digreſſion. T 


being therefore at leaſt fifteen hundred Chriſtians at 


| * Corinth, when St. Paul wrote his firſt Epiſtle to the 
Corinthians; the next queſtion is, whether thoſe fif- 


teen hundred Chriſtians did make one, or more than 


one, en ene e Now (ſaid 
(4) T) you know, Sir, how ye Fw 

in this whole Kingdom, tho Chriſtianity is the Religion 
of the 1 and ſerled 72 — 4 


few Churches there are 


us; you 
Are in 


And there are ſtill fewer, that can contain fifteen 
hundred ſo conveniently, as that all may join in God's 


Lin, that the Chriſtians at Corinet had, in ſo ſhort 
4 time, and in the midſt of 4 Heathen Country, ſo 


large an Edifice for Public Worſhip, as would receive 


their whole Number. And conſe 549 there muſt 
then be at Corinth diverſe e diſtintt Churches or © on- 


| green of of Chriſt briſtians. 


ut ſay (6b) you, they did * public lard: 
built for whhis in has infant Age of Chriſtianity. 
For where did St. Peter preach, when bt converted 
three thouſand Souls by one Sermon ? He had, you 
will confeſs, no public place for Warſbip, — more 
ce ( or 


** 


(2) Def. chap. 3. Ne. 00 E 
9 ; thouſand 


R 10% 


ill contain fifteen | hundred 
o this I anſwers that 


gubt preach this Sermon 


you could prove it, 


y fill returns; for the . is 
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Mr. Shepherd's Conſiderations. 11 
ſons, will (tho' they meet in different places) as 
certainly make up the Number of fifteen hundred 
k Chriſtians; as if. all the fifteen hundred Chriſtians 
8 met together in the ſame place, and made but 
8 ſingle Congregation. + 32%; 13803 moan 
8 Again; you ply me with a freſh. Objection. 
You (4) think, that the phraſe iz} , a5, uſed by 
St. Paul, 1 Cor. 11, 20. imports, that the Corimthi- 
ans met in one Congregation, and conſequently 
made but one particular Church. You grant, that 
that phraſe does not al waies ſignify in one place; but 
you think it do's neceſſarily fo ſignify here; becauſe 
they were all at the Lord's Table together. But, 
Sir, they might come together at the Lord's Table, 
tho' every one did not come to the ſame Table, 
The People of Landon do come together to the 
Lord's Table; but certainly all of them do not 
come to one and the ſame Table. And why may 
not the Phraſe be thus uſed by St. Paul concerning 
the Corinthians; as well as by your ſelf or me con- 
cerning the Londoners? 1 oo 0 0 0007 
But you-(b) ſay ; Showld one come and tell you, 
that Mr. Bennet, and fix or ſeven of his Colcheſter 
friends, were met together ; what co vou, or any man 
that was under an intellectual Conduct, and in the 
free exerciſe of his reaſon,” underſtand by that expreſ> 


fron, but that they were in the [ame place together. 
. Aang. Sir, — half afraid, Loy lo un- 
uy . der an intellectual Conduct, and in the free exertiſe 
6, Sir, your Reaſon; becauſe you do not ſeem to un- 
erſons, 2 derſtand the difference between the meeting of a 
Chriſtian few ng and the org of ſuch a number of 
fifty Per- people eligious Ends, as mult of aeceſlity be 
* * ede into diverſe diſtin Congregations, 0 

— aue 

. FN 
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I I ſhould ſay, that Mr. Gilſon and Mr. Gled- 
All, and half a dozen of their Colcheſter friends, 
uſed to meet very often together; you might in- 
deed reaſonably ſuppoſe, that they met in the ſame 
room together. Unleſs perhaps you take Mr. Gil- 
fan and Mr. Gledbull, and half a dozen of their friends, 
for ſuch Monſtrous Giants, as you have (a) made 
of Mr. How, whom — 2 as a perſon that 
is twenty Cubits, which at the loweſt computa- 
tion is ten Yards, taller than my ſelf. But if I 
ſhould: ſay, that all the Diſſenters in Colchefter uſed 
to meet together on Sundaies ſor Religious Wor- 
ſhip; I think, no man that is under an intellectual 
conduct, and in the exerciſe of hit reaſon, would 
imagin, chat they all met in one and the ſame place, 
fince the Number of them is ſo great, that you 
know they are forced to have diſtindt Meeting- 
Wbereſore, ſince I have proved, that the Num- 
ber of Chriſtians at Corinth was ſo great, that they 
muſt of neceſſity have been parcelled into diverſo 
diſtin& Congregations for Religious Worſhip ; tis 
plain, that the Chriſtians at Corinth may as pro- 
perly be ſaid to meet together, to receive the Lord's 
Supper, 'tho* not all at one and the ſame Table; 
| as the Diſſenters at Colcheſter. may for the ſame or 
the like end. r PULSE, VE ot | 
Lou have ſtill another ſhift. Can we ſuppoſe ; 
(ay. () you) that Clemens Romanus ſhowld nor- 
know, whether there were one or more Churches in 
that City ? I am heartily: content, Sir, that Clemens | 
Romanus ſhould know as much as you pleaſe ; and 
what then ? You add, that he writes, not 1e the 


eh Sem of Sep. xc pig (b) Conſed, p.g, | 
x Chardon 
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Churches, but to the Church, in Corinth. Yes, and 


ſo does St. Paul too. And from thence it plainly 
follows, that the ſeveral diſtin Congregations of 
Chriſtians, which 1 have proved were then at Co- 
rinth, did make but one and the ſame Church of 
Corinth, And this is agreeable to the uſe of the 
Word (i] Church in holy Scripture. Where- 
in, tho' it * the Whole Body of 
Chriſtians all the World over, as Epheſ. 1. 22. and 
ſometimes a ſingle particular Congregation, as Ram. 
16.5. yet at other times it ſignifies the Whole 
number of Chriſtians living in one City, tho' par- 
celled out into many diſtin& particular Churches 
or Congregations ; as Acts 11.22, where the Church 
of Jeruſalem is mentioned; which Church of 

ruſalem, as I have (evidently proved, did at t 
very time contain many diſtinct particular Churches 
or Congregations. And ſince the Holy Scriptures 


do uſe the Word Church after this Manner, I know 


no reaſon, why St. Clement might not do the ſame. 
But, ſay you, ſuppoſe there were five or ſix (par- 
ticular) Churches in Elcheſter : world not that Man 
ſcribe his let» 
ter thus, To the Church of God in Colcheſter, 
without ſpecifying which of the Churches he means ? 
Now, it you are reſolved to make the Penmen of 
the Holy Scriptures, and the ancient Fathers, write 
at 4 wild rate, I cannot help it. I have made it 
evident, that the Word Church is ſo uſed in Scri p- 
ture; and if this wont do, I ſhall offer nothing more 
in defence of St. Clement. | 
However, give me leave by the way to remind 
you of your particular friend, neighbor and ac- 
quaintance Mr. R. Gouge. He has ſuperſcrib'd his 
Dedication of his Faith of Dyi Jacob, tothe Charch 
of rt at Great Cogital. And er I preſume, ther 
5 ie 


— — —— 
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3 An ANSWER to 
is another particular Church of Chriſt at Great Cog- 
ſhal, beſides that of Mr. Gonge s. And does not 
Mr: Gozge then write at a und rate, becauſe he does 
not mention what Church he means? 
Again, you ere do ſpeak of the Churchof 
England; by which, I preſume, you underſtand a 
conſiderable number of particular Churches or Con- 
gregations united together and eſtabliſhed in one 
Kingdom. Now I would fain know, why the di- 
ſtinct particular Churches at Corinth may not as pro- 
erly be called the Church of Corinth; as the many 
iſtinct particular Churches eſtabliſh'd by Law in 
this Kingdom, are called the Church of England. 
Certainly, if the Word Church may not be thus uſed, 
you mult then by the Church of England mean ſome 
one particular Church among the reſt that are eſta- 
bliſhed by Law. And conſequently, when you tatk 
of your leaving the Church of England, you muſt 
by your own conſeſſion write at 4 wild rate; be- 
cauſe you have not ſpecified, which particular 
Church of England you mean. And I appeal to 
your ſelf, whether that Man be not extremely well 
qualified to write in defence of Non-Conformity, 
who by his own confeſſion writes at 4 wild rate 
in the very Title Page of his Book. But enough 
of this matter. IF | 
T hope, I have now fully anſwered all your Ob- 
jections againſt my Aſſertion; and may therefore 
lay it down for a certain truth, that there were di- 
verſe diſtin& particular Churches at Corinth, when 
St. Paul yrrit his firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians. 
But, tho this were granted, yet you tell (a) me, 
it world be evident, that it was to one particular Church | 


| (#) Page13- 
A among, 
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their Epiſtles io. But ſurely you don't conſider, that 
if it be evident, that they writ their Epiſttes to one 
rticular Church among the reſt; then it is alſo 
evident, that in your opinion they writ as 4 wild 
rate. For you have aſſured us, that he does ſo, who 
writes to one particular Church among the ceſt, 
without ſpecifying which of the Churches he means. 
Now you own, that to ſuppoſe this of St. Clement, 
would be (a) 4 very abſurd ſuppoſition. And why 
it ſhould not be much more band to ſuppoſe it of 
St. Paul, for my part I cannot divine. £4 
But ſay (b) you, if there were more Churches than 
one at Corinth, then Mr. Bennet has #nawares dine 
the Diſſenters a ſingular kindneſs, The truth on't is, 


I am alwaies ready to do the Diſſenters as many ſin- 


lar kindneſſes, as lie in my power. But what 
ingular kindneſs was it, I pray, which twas my 
happineſs to do them anawares? Why, it ſeems, 
*ris this; I have ed that there were more par- 
ticular Churches than one at Corinth. And if the 
proving of this be a ſingular kindneſs to the Diſſen- 
ters, I am really glad of it; and I wonder what rea- 
ſon you had to expoſe your ſelf in endeavoring to 
diſprove it. 3:0 3 40 
But yet I can't perceive, how the proving of this 
is a ſingular kindneſs to the Diſſenters. Why, you 
tell me, then it appears that there may be ſeveral (par- 
ticular) Churches in a City or Town without Schiſms. 
And who ever deny'd this? God forbid, that the 
great Numbers of Chriſtians in any one place ſhould 
be the Neceſſary Cauſe of Schiſm ; and that the 
more the Goſpel flouriſhes in it, the more the ſin 
of Schiſm ſhould rage alſo. 


_— — 
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| were ſeveral particular Churches at Cerixeh, could 


3 of the Diſſenting Congregations in Colcheſter and 
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But which way I have proved, that there may be 
ſeveral particular Churches in a City or Town with- 
| out Schiſm, by proving that there were ſeveral par- 


ticular Churches in Corinth, I do not underſtand. 
| But it ſeems, becauſe I have proved, that there were 
_ ſeveral particular Churches in Corinth, am 
| which there was 4 very great Schiſm; from thence 


you conclude, that there may be ſeveral particular 
hurches in a City or Town without any Schiſin 
8 ct all. 5 6 > s | EE 

t Iam ſtill to ſeek, how my proving that there 


be a ſingular kindneſs to the Diſſenters. Why then, | 
fay you (and now the Secret is diſcovered) I hope | 
there may be different Congregations hereafter in Col- 
cheſter or Braintree, withour Schiſin. But let me beg | 
you to conſider once again the Vaſt difference be- 
tween the State of thoſe particular Churches in a City 


or Town, which live in peace and love; and the State 


Braintree. Tis moſt certain, that the Diſſenting Con- 
gregations in Colcheſter and Braintree are ſet up with- 
out reaſon, in oppoſition to the Congregations of 
the Eſtabliſhed Church; and are therefore Schiſma- 
tical : tho” the ſeveral diſtin&t Congregations of the 
Eſtabliſhed Church are not Schiſmatical. 


CHAP. 


_ 
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CHAP. It, 

That Mr. Shepherd has dropt the main 
. Controverſy between himſelf and the Au- 
n . 


AND now, Sir, having vindicated my prdof, 

that there were ſeveral Congregations of Chri- 
ſtians at Corinth, when St. Paul writ his firſt Epiſtle 
to the Corinthians, I would gladly have ptoceeded 
to the Vindication of what I have written concerns 
ing the main Controverſy between your ſelf and me. 

But your great Prudence has obliged you, for weighs 
ty Reaſons, to beſtow none of your Conſiderations 
upon that which chiefly deſerved them. 

Lou cannot but know, that I have evidently pro- 
ved in the fifth Chapter of my Defence, that alibo 
there had been but one Congregation of Chriſtians at 
Corinth, when St. Paul if hit firſt Epiſtle to the 
Corinthians; yer there may be a true and proper 
tions of Schiſm, in the ſcriptural ſenſe of that word, berween 
chiſma- diſtin particular Churches. To this you (a) reply, 
s of the that ſuch want of Love is ſinful, but not ſchiſmatical, 

and yo don't call it Schiſm, becauſe rhe Scriptures dg 
not call it ſo, But you very well know, Sir, that 
I have. proved, that rhe Scriptures do call it Schiſm, 
and conſequently, that 'ris Schiſmatical in the Sctip- 
ture-ſenſe of Schiſamz3 becauſe the general Notion of 
Schiſm, as delivered in the Holy Scriptures, agrees 
to this Want of Love. And ſhall your bare denial 
be thought an anſwer to evident proof? 
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You (5) ſay, you do not know, why we ſhould give 
new names to things. Bur, Sir, I had proved, that 
this was no neu name, but an old name authorized 
by. Scripture. Again, you ſay, you cannot allow it 
j to be Sch iſm, becahſe the Scriptures aluates [peak of 
; Schifm as 4 fn. And have not you you ſelf con- 
feſſed (but a few lines before) that ſuch want of 
love is ſinful ? But ſeparation, ſay you, in ſome ca- 
ſes is an high privilege. And what then? The que- 
ſtion is, whether that ſeparation which you now 
ſpeak af, via, a want af love between particular 
Churches, be a bigb/ privilege, You fay, Separa- 
tiem ( in ſome caſes) is as mach commanded, as Schiſna 

no ſpeak of, uix. a want love between parth= 
cula Churches, as much commanded at any time, 
as Schiſm is: forbidden ? If it be, how can it be 
ſinful, as you conſeß it is? But to be brief; Se- 
paration between particular Churches is al waies ſin- 
ful on one ſide 17 ors: ny therefore — Se- 
para tion you are ſpedking of, may be a Schiſm 
notwithſtanding what you have: fad to the eu 
trary. : We *p. | 8 in 

Had you conſidered, and endeavoted to anſwer, 
what I Werte to prove, er what you call Se- 
paratiom, 15 in reality a true and proper Schiſin in 
the Scriptural ſenſe of the word Schiſn; then 1 
ſhould eicher have defended my Aſſertion, or ſub- 
mitted to your Reaſons ann it. But I am by 
no means obliged to take your bare denial of a 
Seripture- notion, to be a Confutation of that No- 
tion, and of what I have written concerning it. 
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But to let all thefe things paſs, as matters of little 
moment, you carmot but remember, that in my 
ſixth Chapter I came to the very knot and pinch of 
the Controverſy between your ſelf and me. I told 
oh plainly, that (c) fuce we Arte in oat notion of 
chiſm, when the breach of peace and love is in a par- 
ricalat Church: I ſhall not quarrel with you about the 
word Separation, ed ihſtead of Schiſm, when the 
breach it berweek IN Churches. Me are ſo far 
agreed," that What both you aud I call Schiſin, viz. a 
reath of peace and love in à particular Church, is 4 
damnable fin. Nay, jou tell me, that No body de- 
niesIt. Me areal o Area, that a breath of love ant 
union between differen Churches (which you call Se- 
paration, but I call it Schiſm) is 4 daminable fin ; 
and that the guilt of it muſt be charged on thoſe that 
cauſe it. Now you! tell me, that you own a Separa- 
tion from the Church of England. —=Since then there 
is Separation, and ſince Separation is a damnable ſin; 
lis plain that there is the guilt of 4 dammable fin (whe - 
ther the ſin be Schiſm or Separation) to be charged on 
one fide or other. The queſtion therefore is, Wherber 
the guilt of this Schiſm (or Separation, J jon pleaſe) 
be to be charged on ut of the Eſtabliſbed Church, or 
on your diſſenting, brethren. 
| Tes I proceeded to the ſtating and determina- 
tion of that queſtion ; and I appeal ro thoſe, who 
have given themſelves the trouble of reading what 
I then writ, whether I have not ſtated the queſtion 
fairly in that ſixth Chapter, and determined it alſo 
fairly, by anſwering all your Objections, in fix 
other following Chapters. 1 | 


— | — 
(c) Def. ch. 6. p. 18, 19. 
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What have you reply'd to all this? Why trul 


(except to one of your Self- contradictions, whic 
came in by the by, and of which more hereafter) 
To all this I fay, you have reply d NOT ONE 
WORD. You (4) pretend indeed, that I ſay 
nothing new, or with more oth than others, that 
have wrote already, but with leſs. . You add, that if 
the ſame things ſpoken more becomingly by others have 
not ſatisfied the Diſſenters, why ſhould they ſatisfy as 
coming from me; How true this pretence is, I am 
heartily content that others ſhould determine, who 
have read thoſe Papers, which you think it your 
moſt adviſable way to deſpiſſGee. 
But why do you fly to this ſham-pretence? You 
know, Sir, we were actually engag d in a Controverſy, 
whick turns upon the determination of this ſingle 
| Queſtion, Whether the terms of Lay-Communion with 
the Eſtabliſhed Church of England be lawfwl, or no. 
We entered upon the Examination of thoſe terms. 
I anſwered all your Objections. And why have not 
Jou-replyed to my Anſwers? Give me leave to tell 
you, Sir, that whoever has read my Anſwers, will 
readily gueſs that there is at the bottom a very dif- 
ferent Reaſon ſrom what you pretend; which forced 
you to be filent, and to drop this, which is the 
principal Part (or rather, the Whole) of the Con- 
troverſy between us. | FH | 
I muſt now ſpeak of that Selſ-contradiction, 
which I lately mentioned. In my tenth Chapter 
I charged you with contradicting the 26th Article 
of our Church, which (as a Diſſenting Teacher) 
you have ſubſcribed, in two Particulars. Your pru- 
dence has obliged you to take no notice of one of 
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em; and I ſhall endeavor to convince you, that it 
had. been adviſable for you to ſlip over the other 
alſo, rather than to expoſe your ſelf by the denyal 
of a plain matter of fact. 

1 told you, that you faid, that God never ſeut 

any but hm his Spirit had previouſly qualified by 4 
rations Change upon his own heart; and that a Sen- 
wal Clergy were never ſent by God. Whereas you 

have ſubſcribed, and thereby profeſſed it to be your - 

real opinion and belief, that Evil Clergymen do mi- 

viſter in Chriſt's Name, and by God's Commiſſion, and 

that ſametime the Evil have chief authority in the Mi- 

niſtration of the Word and Sacraments. 

Now, tho' you do not deny the Truth of my 
Quotations out of the Article and your own Book; 
yet you (e) tell me, that yox don't contradict your 
ſelf or the Article. And why? Why, becauſe he 
Article ſaies, ſuch ought to be depoſed. And what 
then? Will it follow, that becauſe Evil Miniſters 
ought to be depoſed, therefore Evil Miniſters (tho' 
net depoſed) are not True Miniſters? ForT appeal 
to any Man that is under an intellectual Conduct, or 
in the free exerciſe of his Reaſon, whether your 
Words do not neceſſarily import, that Evil Alini- 

ers are not True Miniſters. 

You tell me indeed, that in your Book you did not 
treat of a true or falſe Miniſtry, but rather was ſhew- 
ing, what ſort of Miniſtry was to be preferred by us. 
Bat this is manifeſtly falſe. For in your Book you 
did certainly treat of a true or falſe Miniſtry, For 
you ſhewed what Miniſters were, and what were 
not ſent by God. And if that be not treating of a 
true or falſe Miniſtry, then I know not what is. 


Unleſs perhaps you be of opinion, that a Miniſtry's 
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being, or not being ſent by God, does not make it 
4 true or falſe Miniſtry, But to proceed. + 
In my thirteenth Chapter I proved, that ſince 
our terms of Lay-Communion are lawful, there- 
fore the Diſſenters are Schiſmarics by your own 
confeſſion, and upon your own Principles. This 
I ſuppoſe, you would beſtow none of your Confi- 
derations upon for the ſame reaſon ; wiz. becauſe 7 
„„ oi oo boo 
Then | ſhewed at large, that (this principle, viz. 
that our terms of Lay- Communion are lawful, being 
proved and (uppoſed true) tis impoſſible for the 
Diſſenters to eſcape the force of one at leaſt of thoſe 
three Arguments, which I urged againſt them in 
my Diſcourſe of Scbiſin. And here indeed, you have 
excepted againſt a few, paſſages. 9 
1. I charged the Diſſenting Teachers with uſurp- 
ing the Miniſterial Office, 4A not Ordained by 
the impoſition of a Biſhop's hands; and I called 
for one ſingle inſtance, during the firſt ſix hundred 
years after Chriſt, of a perſon, whoſe Orders were 
acknowledged to be yalid, tho' he was not ſo Or- 
dained, Here you give me (f) two Inſtances, which 
you have borrowed from Mr. Baxter, to prove that 
a Man may be validly Ordained to the Miniſtry 
without the Impoſition of a Biſhop's hands. The 
one is St. Matthias, Acts 1. 26. The other is St. Gre- 


bY 
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ow as to the firſt of theſe Inſtances, we read 
expreſly, that St, Matthias (tho' tis probable, he 


had formerly received the Impoſition of our Savi- 


or's own hands, and that the Hiſtory in the firſt 


Chapter of the 4s, is not the Hiſtory of his Or- 


dination to the Miniſtry, but only of his being ta- 
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ken into the Number of the Apoſtles, and digni- 
fied with that extraordinary Character; I fay, tho, 
this is probable, yet we read expreſly, that He) 
was numbred with the Eleven Apoſtles by the im- 
mediate Deſignation of God himſelf, And there- 
fore, tho' St. Matthias had never received any Im- 
poſition of hands at all; yet this inſtance does by 
no means prove, that ſuch perſons as cannot pretend 
to ſuch an immediate Divine Deſignation, may be 
Ordained to the Miniſtry without the Le 
of a Biſhop's hands. 

Nay farther, if St. Matthias had never received 
the Impoſition of our Saviour's own hands, yet 
(tho' he was numbred with the Eleven Apoſlles 
by an immediate divine Deſignation ) tis very pro- 
bable that he received the Impoſition of the A 
ſtles hands, who were certainly Biſhops. The His 
ſtory indeed is very ſhort, and docs not relate this 
Ea but yet Almighty Cod did either by 

is immediate Deſignation ſuperſede this ordinary 
Rite of Admiſſion to the Miniſtry, or he did not. 
If he did ſuperſede it, then the inſtance is imperti- 
nent, as I have already ſhewn ;. but if he did not 
ſuperſede it, then we have all imaginable reaſon to 
believe, either that our Saviows, or that the Apoſtles 
hands were laid upon him, tho” the Hiſtorian does 
not expreſly mention it. 

As fr the ſecond Inftance, "tis a manifeſt Falſe. 
hood, as appears from that very Author, whom 
g) Mr. Baxter quotes, viz. St. Gregory Nyſſew. 


— — il 


(g) See Myr. Calamy / Abridgment ef Mr. Baxter Life, chap. 7. 
p. 2 Lond. 502. But if the Reader will conſult the Original 
Life of Mr. Baxter, Append. Numb. 2. he will find that Mr. Bax-+ 
ter himſelf has ſaid enough to obviate this Miſtake. 
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144 An ANSWER ie 
For St. Gregory Nyſſen faies (H expreſly, that after ' 
St. Gregory Thawmaturgus was prevailed upon to 
undertake the Work ot the Miniſtry, all the uſual 
Solemmities of Ordination were performed, of which 
we know that Impoſition of hands was the principal. 
Nay, tis plain from St. Gregory Nyſſen's Words, 
that Impoſition of hands was then accounted ne- 
ceſſary. For he ſays, that when St. Gregory Thauma- 
twrows at firſt reſpſed Ordination, Phædimus inftead 
of Laying on of bands, conſecrated him, tho' abſent, 
by Prayer to God, From whence it appears, that 
had he been preſent, and willing to be Ordained, 
— — af conferring Orders was by Impoſition of 
ands. | 
Now that folemn Conſecration of St. Gregory 
Thaumaturgus was not an Ordination, nor could 
he have excrciſed the Miniſterial Function by vertue 
of it; tho' Mr. Baxter, I confefs, has confidence 
enough to ſay, that St. Gregory Nyſſen ſpeaks of it 
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is a true Ordination. Whereas whoever reads St. Gre- 

gory Nyſſen's own Words, quoted in the Margin, will 
Find, that he has faid nothing like it: but yet, it 
ſeems, twas a Conſideration which made him ſub- 
mit to Phadimus's Intreaties, and be regularly Or- 
dained with all the uſual Solemnities, as St. Gregory 
Nyſſen aſſures us, and conſequently, by Impoſition of 


- hands. 


Another Aſſertion of yours is remarkable. You 


(i) tell me that the Notion of the Superiority of 


Biſhops over Presbyters is a novelty, which came firſt 
among us in Biſhop Laud's time, &c. Whereas wes 
body knows, that the 36th Article of our Churc 
declares, that the Book of Making, Ordaining and 
Conſecrating Biſhops, Prieſts and Deacons, was ſet 
forth in K. Edward the Sixth's daies; and Mr. Ca- 
lamy, whom you your ſelf have quoted in the v 


Page before this, tells (4) you, that in this Book it 


is aſſerted, that Biſhops, Prieſts and Deacons, are 
three diſtinct Orders; and that the whole Book is 
bottomed upon that ſuppoſition, as its foundation ; 
and that for this reaſon your Brethren the Non- 
Conformiſt Teachers cannot declare their Aſſent 
and Conſent to it. Fo 

2. I had faid, that the Eſabliſhed Clergy are the 
Proper Miniſters of the People. No, fay (H you, 
for many of the Eſtabliſhed Clergy do want what is 
Eſſential to a Goſpel- Miniſter ; that is, Election by the 
People, and their putting themſelves under their Care: 
and you (n) blame me for not proving the Contrary. 
Bur, Sir, if it cannot be proved from Scripture, that 
the Election of the People is Eſſential to a Goſpel- 
Miniſter ; then the very Silence of the Scripture is 
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(i) Conſed. p.68. (k) Abridgment, ch. 10. p. 515, fi. 
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For St. Gregory Nyſſen faies (H expreſly, that aſter 
St. Gregory Thanmaturgus was prevailed upon to 
undertake the Work ot the Miniſtry, all the nſual 
Solemmities of Ordination were performed, of which 
we know that Impoſition of hands was the principal. 
Nay, tis plain from St. Gregory Nyſſen's Words, 
that Impoſition of hands was then accounted ne- 
ceſſary. For he ſays, that when St. Gregory Thauma- 
twroxs at firſt reſpſed Ordination, Phædimus inftead 
of Laying on of hands, conſecrated him, tho” abſent, 
by Prayer to God, From whence it appears, that 
had he been preſent, and willing to be Ordained, 
—— of conferring Orders was by Impoſition of 
ands. | | 
Now that folemn Conſecration of St. Gregory 
Thaumaturgus was not an Ordination, nor could 
he have excrciſed the Miniſterial Function by vertue 
of it; tho“ Mr. Baxter, I confefs, has confidence 
enough to lay, that St. Gregory Nyſſen ſpeaks of it 
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as a true Ordination. Whereas whoever reads St. Gre- 
ory __— own Words, quoted in the Margin, will 
Find that he has faid nothing like it : but yet, it 
ſcems, twas a Conſideration which made him ſub- 
mit to Phedimss's Intreaties, and be regularly Or- 
dained with all the uſual Solemnities, as St. Grego 
Nyſſen aſſures us, and conſequent!y, by Impoſition of 


hands. 


Another Aſſertion of yours is remarkable. You 


(i) tell me that the Notion of the Superiority of 


Biſhops over Presbyters is a novelty, which came firſt 
among us in Biſhop Laud's time, &c. Whereas ey 
body knows, that the 36th Article of our Churc 
declares, that the Book of Making, Ordaining and 
Conſecrating Biſhops, Prieſts and Deacons, was ſet 
forth in K. Edward the Sixth's daies; and Mr. Ca- 
lamy, whom you your ſelf have quoted in the v 


Page before this, tells (4) you, that in this Book it 


is aſſerted, that Biſhops, prieſts and Deacons, are 
three diſtinct Orders; and that the whole Book is 
bottomed upon that ſuppoſition, as its ſoundation; 
and that for this reaſon your Brethren the Non- 
Conformiſt Teachers cannot declare their Aſſent 
and Conſent to it. | 7 

2. I had faid, that the Eſtabliſhed Clergy are the 
Proper Miniſters of the People. No, fay (1) you, 
for many of the Eſtabliſbed Clergy do want what is 
Eſſential to a Goſpel- Miniſter ; — is, Election by the 
A 70 and their putting themſelves under their Care: 
and you (a) blame me for not proving the Contrary. 
Bur, Sir, if it cannot be proved from Scripture, that 
the Election of the People is Eſſential to a Goſpel- 
Miniſter; then the very Silence of the Scripture is 
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a demonftration, that it is not Eſſential. 'T was 
therefore your proper buſineſs to produce Argu- 
ments for it; for my denying, that there were any 
Scriptural Arguments for it, was in reality a very 
concluſive Argument againſt it. ITis true, you 
have now offered ſome very weak things in favour 
popular Election; but this Tenet has been ſo 
largely expoſed and confuted by your Diſſenting 
Brethren themſelves, that I need do no more, than 
refer you to what the Aſſembly of Divines has ſaid, 
Jus Divin. Chap. 8. p. 127, &c. Edit. Lond. 1654. 
3. I had ſaid, that the Diſſenters are to be blamed 
for our being divided into oppoſite parties. This 
you () deny; but what I have already ſaid elſe- 
where, and the plain matter of fat, do daily prove 
that I ſpake the Truth, 

You (0) ſay, Tow gave me two or three inſtances 
of thoſt that did ſet up their own miniſtry, and in 
plain oppoſition to others, and did draw away the peo- 
ple after em, who yet were confeſſedly no Schiſ- 
matics. You add, that I very wiſely ſtipt over theſe 
tuſtances. Very wiſely indeed; becauſe juſtly. For 
your inſtances are nothing at all to the preſent pur- 
poſe. Tis true, you (p) ſpeak of ſome perſons, 
who ſet up themſelves in oppoſition to Arians 
and Schiſmatics, and drew away the People from 
ſuch Teachers. And when the Eſtabliſhed Church 

is Arian or Schiſmatical, you may ſaſely draw her 
Members into an oppoſite Communion. ' But Ree 
member, that till then 'tis ſinful ſo to do. 

| Theſe are your exceptions againſt my three Ar- 
guments; and I am willing the reader ſhould judge 
of the Weight of them. But give me leave, Sir, 


to put you now in mind, that in the h Chap- 


13t 


lan) P.73. (o) P.76. (y) Serm. of. Separ. &c. p. 91. 
8 h ter 


ä 


8 


Dr, . 8 


Mr. Shepherd's Conſiderations. 27 


ter of the Defence I added another Argument, drawn 
from your own words; by which I evidently proved, 
that the Diſſenters are Schiſmatics for ſeparating 
from a Church, which has true Doctrine, right 
diſcipline, and commanded Worſhip. You muſt 
not take ill, if I fay, you have done in this, as in 
many other inſtances; that is, ſlipt it over, be- 
cauſe you could not anſwer it. N 

In the laſt place I muſt obſerve, that you (q) ate 
willing to have the truth or falſhood of your Diſ- 
ſenting Miniſtry tried by this rule, whether their 
Doctrine be true, and their Converſation holy. 
Now if this be the teſt, Sir, your Cauſe is deſperate. 
For ſince there is a Schiſm between the Eſtabliſhed 
Church of Exgland, and the Diſſenters; and ſince 
I have abundantly proved, that this Schiſm is to 
be charged on the Diſſenters ſide; therefore tis 
2 that the Diſſenting Miniſters are not true 

iniſters by your own rule. Becauſe they are 
guilty of habitual Schiſm, which is (I am ſure) 
utterly inconſiſtent with holy Converſation. Te 
ſhall know them 2 fruits, ſaies our bleſſed 
Lord, ſpeaking of the falſe prophets ; and if Schiſm 
be not one of thoſe fruits, for my part 1 know 
not what is. Wherefore thoſe Deluded people, 
who follow ſuch deceitful Guides, ought frequently 
ta read, and diligently to practiſe that excellent 
rule which St. Paul gives them, Rom. 16. 17, 18. 
Now I beſeech you, brethren, mark them which cauſe 
diviſions and offences, contrary ta the Doctrine which 
Js haue learned, and avoid them. For they that are 
ſuch, ſerve not aur Lerd Jeſus Chriſt, but their own 
belly; and by good words and fair ſpeeches deceive 
the hearts of 5 fſemple. 
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CHAP. III. 


The 14th Chapter of the Defence of the 
. Diſcourſe of Schiſm, Vindicated. 


1. wy 14th Chapter I diſcovered two of your 
I groſs Untruths. You have thought it adviſable 
to ſay nothing of the ſecond: but you endeavor to 
palliate the firſt. I ſhall therefore examin your Ex- 
cuſes, and ſubmit the Matter to the Reader's Judg- 

"You (a) faid, that the Clergy of the Eſtabliſhed 
Church muſt give the Lord's Supper to every —. 
lous perſon. This I faid was a groſs Untruth : and 
I proved from: the Common-prayer-book and Ca- 
nons, that the Eſtabliſhed Clergy are ſo far from 


being obliged to give the Lord's Supper to ny 
4 


Scandalous perſon, that they are ſtrictly forbid 
to do. 3 | 


that the Eſtabliſhed Clergy are forbid to give the 
Lord's Supper to every Scandalous perſon. And 


ſurely then, when you ſaid that they muſt do other- 


wiſe, you faid what is falſe, 

But, tho you grant it to be true, that the Eſta- 
bliſhed Clergy are forbid to give the Lord's Supper 
to every Scandalous perſon ; yet you have faid in 

the very ſame Line, that your Charge holds firm not- 
withſtanding. That is, the Eftabliſhed Clergy are for- 
bid to give the Lord's Supper to every Scandalous per- 
fon; and yet at the ſame time, the Eftabliſhed Clergy 


W — 


() Sermons of Separ, &c. p. 66. (b) Col. p. 18. 
* wo we muſt 


To this ou (4) anſwer, True; that is, tis true, 
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muſt give the Lord's Supper to every Scandalous per- 
ſan, 5 pray, Sir, is — — — we call a Lede. 
contradiction? But I am willing to ſee, how you. 
can reconcile ſuch contradictory Propoſitions. 
I, You ſay, He may not of Limſelf ſtep or debar 
ſuch a perſon, without acquainting the Biſhop within 
feurteen days. But tho“ he be commanded to ac- 
uaint the Biſhop within fourteen daies; yet he 
* and debars him notwithſtanding. The queſtion 
is not, what the Miniſter muſt do, after he has ſtop- 
ped and debarred him; but whether he may ſtop 
and debar him, or no. He does it then, ſay you, 
as the Biſhop's Curate. And what then? Under what 
denomination ſoever he does it, he does it notwith- 
ſtanding. Gs | 
And yet, by the way, I would fain know, how 
a Clergy-man's acquainting the Biſhop with what 
he does, can make him the Biſhop's Curate. You 
know, Sir, that a Diſſenting Teacher cannot erect 
a Meeting-houſe and preach therein, without ac- 
quainting ſome of Her Majeſties Juſtices of the 
Peace. Nay, he muſt acquaint them before-hand. 
too; and that is more than the Eſtabliſhed Clergy 
are obliged to, before they can deny the Lord's Sup- 
per to a Scandalous 3 But would any Man 
argue from thence, that the Diſſenting Teachers do 
erect Meeting-houſes, and preach in them, as the 
Juſtices Curates? | 
You add, that he who is obliged to acquaint the 
Biſhop. within fourteen daies, after he has denyed 
the Lord's Supper to a Scandalous perſon, is not him- 
ſelf in the uſe and exerciſe of that Miniſterial and 
Paſtoral Power, wherewith Chriſt has inveſted him. 
And therefore I alſo add, that by the very fame 
reaſon, he that can't preach till his mw ry 
is Licenſed by ſome of Her Majeſties Juſtices A 
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it at the ſame time both forbidden aud . ro 
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the Peace, is not himſelf in the Uſe and Exerciſe 
of that Minifterial or Paſtoral Power, where wich 


Chriſt has inveſted him. 
Let us now put this Argument of yours into Syl· 


logiftical form. The . you know, to be 4 | 


Eftabliſhed Clergy are 


is this; viz. Thar tho' 


forbid to give the Lord's Supper ro every auf ge 
0 
i bim, 8 1 fim norwithdtanding. Well L 


lous FA et your Charge, that they m 


you a 
If a 8 muſt acquaint rhe Bift 


parties daies, that he bas actually denied . 


. d it him, yet he is at the ſame both forbid and 


| commanded to 1 it him. Or thus; If a Cler, 4 | 


man aft as the Biſbop's Carate, when be * 


give the Lord s Supper to a Scarndaloxs perſon. I hope, 


ir, you do not expect that I flivold arfwer fuch 


Arguments, as do ſo kindly anfwer themſekves. 


2. You ſay, i , 3 4 of a large diſpute; uo 


ate audalons, and who are not. But one wou'd 


thi that the Rubrics and Canons have clearly . 


determined this diſßute. | 
3. You prerend,, you did not lay it apon the Laws 


r Canons. "Well then; if the Clergy are not ob- 


liged by the Laws or Canons to give the Lord's Sup- 
per to every Scandalous perſon; I ou d fan know, 


which way they are obliged to do it. Why you 
tell us in the next words, Such perſons art imptoyed 
in the Eccleſiaſtical Conrts, that in the whole, marrerr 
are ſo managed, and de facto, the thing is fo as Joke 
have ſard; and he that acts with that ſaſt ſtricturſi, 


nd. himſelf in the midſt of great tron- 
bs 3 — Riſa nor mi of vaſt | 


poſture 


ks 
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ure of things, can that friftneſe and impartialit 
D To this 1 anſwer, that every fable of 
it is utterly ſalſe. For body knows, that the 
Ecclefiaſtical Courts cannot take cognizance of any 
thing, but what contradicts either the Laws or the 
Canons: and therefore if neither the Laws nor the 
Canons do oblige the” Eſtabliſhed Clergy to give 
the Lord's Supper to every Scandalous perfon ; then 

thoſe Courts cannot lay hold of them for denyi 

it. Nay farther, thoſe very Courts may, and vit 
hen proof is given, ſeverely puniſh any Clergy- 
man whatſoever, that preſumes ( either againſt his 
own knowledge, or againſt good information from 
others) to give the Lord's Supper to any Scandalous 


perſon. ' : 
But, ſay Alatters are ſo managed, &c. But 
I fay again, that all this is urrerly falſe. And 1 


challenge you to give me ſo much as one ſingle In- 
_— oo. the time of the Reformation to = 
very day, of any one Clergy-man im any part 
ee. who <4 ever Pumel io the Eck-Gafti: 
caF Courts for denying the Lord's Supper to a Scan- 
dalous perſon. | 
And as for your ſaying, that you your ſelf ſuf- 
ſered for acting with that juſt ſtrictneſs, it is mani- 
falſe by your own confeſhon. For you (c) ac- 
knowledge, that the Suſpenſion was not laid upon that. 
Nay, you add, that the Eccleſraſtical Courts have 
more ſenſs, than to lay it upon that which will not bear 
je. In which words you plainly affirm, that the de- 
nying the Lord's Supper to a-Seandalous perſon will 
not bear a Suſpenſion in our Ecclefiaſtical Courts. 
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Tis true, you have ſaid in your very next Words, 


your Pariſhioners, 


to diſcover the naked trut 


that your Pariſbioners, and the whole Neighborhood 
laid it there, as well as your ſelf. But if your ſelf, 
the whole Neighbarhood: 
were reſolved to lay it wrong; I can't help it. You 
confeſs, that the Court laid it upon ſomething elſe; 
and I have elſewhere told you, what they laid it 
upon, vis. your Contumacy, which vill very juſtly 
bear a Suſpenſion: and with what face then could 
you, and your Pariſhioners, and the whole Neigh- 
hood, lay it upon your denyal of the Lord's 
Supper to a Scandalous Perſonngngn 
I muſt now proceed to ſomething of a blacker 
die. I found my ſelf obliged in this 14th Chapter, 
of a certain matter of 

fact, by which it appeared, that you had in open 
Court acknowledged your ſelf to be a Liar and a 
perjured perſon divers times. I then related that 
Story with great brevity, and with all poſſible ten- 
derneſs towards your ſelf. But you have been bold 
enough to outface the Evidence I then gave, and to 
deny the Charge: and conſequently you have now 
— me to ſpeak more fully and plainly than 
r rac; ws rf 1 * 
What I ſaid before, was drawn from the Records 
of the Court, in which you were preſented. And 
if thoſe Records may be credited, the matter is paſt 
diſpute. And that they may be credited, I think 


no underſtanding perſon will deny; ſince they were 


entred by a Public Notary, whoſe bare Atteſtation is 
alwaics eſteemed evident Proof. | 72 

But you (4) ſay, the Records were deſeſtive, and 
gave but a partial account; and that (e) you deny 
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mot the Record, but ny the juſtne(3 of that Re- 
cord. Now tis — Contest, do not 
(nor indeed ought they to) mention either the 
Dialogues between the Biſhop and your ſelf, in 
which you () own, that you ſpake wor with over 
great reſpect of his Lordſhip and his Conduct; or your 
pretended proteſtation when Joo repeated your 


Vath, &c. But, Sir, the queſtion is, whether as 
much as the Recards do certainly mention, be true, 


or no. For if what they mention be true, tis v 


Pains that (unleſs what they omit, be contradictory 
o what they relate; which. no underſtanding per- 
fon can imagin; I ſay, if what they mention, be 
true) tis very plain, that my charge was juſt, whes 
ther they mention all that then paſſed, or no. 
Tou (g) tell me indeed, that the r 
men upon the place, and thoſe Diſſenters that wert 
Churchmen when you were there (vix. that goodly 


Mobb, than ran ſo far ( ON FOOT to hear 
your Tryal, and whom you take to be competent 


judges of ſuch matters) theſe perſons, you ſay, can 
teſtify, that you give a very exact relation. Now, 
tho" your own relation — abundantly convict 
e. of what I laid to your charge, as you will find 

ereaſter; yet I could eaſily ſhew, that your own 
relation is miſerably deſective and partial, and ex- 
cept againſt the Teſtimony of that Rabble whom 
you appeal to as Witneſſes, and enervate the force 
of your pretended proteſtation. But 1 ſhall not give 
my ſelf the trouble of doing theſe things at preſent; 
becauſe I am willing to be as brief as may be, upon 
an odious ſubject. I ſhall therefore confine my ſelf 
to your undoubted Subſcriptions, Promiſes, and Oath 
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of Canonical Obedience, made and taken at your 
Ordination, and your Admiſſion to the Benefice of 
St. Neors, without medling with that Oath, which 
you confeſs you took afterwards. © And I ſhall make 
4 appear, with all poſſible platnefs, 1. That you 
did frequently violate your ſaid Subſcriptions, Promiſes, 
and Oath, at that very time, when you believed it lau- 
ful for you to ob erde and keep them. 2. That Jos 

lid acknowledge ſuch A violation of them in open Court. 
* Firſt then, you did frequently violate your Sub- 
ſcriptions; Promiſes, and Oath of Canonical Obe- 
dience, made and taken at your Ordination, and your 
Admiſſion to rhe Benefice of St. Neots,: at that very 


time when you believed ir lawful for you to ob- 


ſerve and keep them. This will appear by compa- 
ring Tie fid Subſcriptions, Promiſes, and Oath, 


wit = avowed practices. 

Whey you were ordained firſt Deacon, and then 
ÞPrieft, and admitted to the Benefice of St. Neots, 
that is, at three ſeveral times, you declared by the 
Subſcription of your hand (according to Canon the 
36th) that you would uſe the form of Common- prayer 
preſcribed in the Common-prayer-book, in Public Ser- 
de. By this Subſcription you ſolemnly promiſed 
to uſe (not a part only, or one part at one time, and 
pit >S ne at another time: but he form, that is) 
the whole form of Common-prayer preſcribed in the 
Common-praycr-book, in Public Service. Whereas 
your prattice was quite otherwiſe : for you left out, 


* 


anch altered, whatſoever and whenſoever you pleaſed. 


This appears from your own words; wherein you 
expreſly (i) declare, that jou uſed to read all the 
TJers » tho. not all at one time. What Jon omit- 
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ted one Lord's day, you 
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when you about your own eternal State, 
Tos oft paſſed by the Ward — So in the Office 
for Baptiſm, inſtand of theſe Words, This Child is 


enerate, and born again, you would read, this 
is received into the Boſom of the Church. 
In the Office for Burial, inftead of theſe Wards, In ſure 
and certain hope of the reſurrection to eternal life, 
you read, ip ſure and 2 expectation of a re- 
— to a ſuture ſtat Aud many ſuch like. 
Again, when you were —— fiſt Deacon, and 
then Prieſt, that is, at two ſeveral times, you pro- 
miſed in the molt folema manner, viz. before the 
whole Congregation then aſſembled, at the Lord's 
Table, and immedigtely before the reception of the 
— e of 2 Lond s Supper, that you would 
2 7 — dinary, dinary, and other . ef Mini- 
5 r6b, ps 0h the Char and 
you ſhould be committed, fol 
my aud will their godly niches 
And aun hen ou were ordained M you added a 
promiſe to Aa ſelf te their godly judgments, 
And when you — 4 to — . of 
St. Neots, — ſol fwore, that you would pay 
Canonical Obedience tothe Biſhop in Lon Aland Honeſt 
* from all which — —_ at you. were 
Fwd oj your Promiſes and Oath to obey the Bi- 
ſhop with a glad will and mind, if he ould com- 
mand you - uſe the whole Form of Common- 
proer; provided it were 8 and honeſt for you 
O to do. | 


D: 2 Now 


% mn ANSWER t. 
Now the Biſhop had commanded: ybu to read 
the whole Form of Common- prayer; and tis plain, 
that he was angry with you for not reading the whole 
Form, by your own ( ) confeſſion, that he charged 
you with turning the Church into a Conventic le, 92 
omitting and altering What, and when you pleaſed, 
as you declare in your next words. Beſides, the 
peoples (1) urging you perpetually to further com- 
8 with the Z; ee proves, that the 
Biſhop had often quarrelled with you for your not 
reading the whole Form. From whence tis plain, 
that you were commanded by the Biſhop, and con- 
ſequently were bound wi your Promiſes upon the 
Sacrament, and your Oath, to read the whole Form 
of Common: prayer; provided it were lawful and 
honeſt for you ſo to do. 
Well then; ſince you were obliged by your re- 
peated Subſcriptions, Promiſes upon the dacrament, 
and alſo by your Oath, to read the whole Form of 
Common- prayer, provided it were lawful and ho- 
neſt for you ſo to do; the next thing to be con- 


ſidered is, whether at that time, when you would 


not read the whole Form of Common- prayer, in 
_ your Subſcriptions, Promiſes, and Oath ; 
Whether, I fay, at that very time you did believe 
it to be lawful and honeſt for you to read the whole 
Form, or no. And this queſtion will eaſily be de- 
termined by the following Certificate, which was 
returned into the Biſhop's Court. 
We whoſe Names are under written; Pariſhio- 
ners of the Pariſh of St. Neots in Huntington- ſbire, 
ue hereby atteſt, that Mr. Thomas Shepherd, Vicar 
f St. Neots in the ſaid Comiry of Huntington, did 
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on Sunday laſt, hal the fifteenth day of February in- 
ſtant, in the Pariſh Church of St. Neots aforeſaid, 
read Divine Service, together with the ſecond Service, 
containing the Commandments, Epiſtle and Goſpel, 
as the Law requires. 12 1 
Mill. Goodfellow. Henry For. 
Tho. Small. William Colleee.. 


From this Certificate it is plain, that you did 
believe it lawful and honeſt for you to read the 
whole Form of Common- prayer upon the Fifteenth 
day of February 1690. And conſequently it appears, 
that when you did obſtinately refuſe fo to do, be- 
fore you were proſecuted; you did then obſtinately 
refuſe to do that, which you were ſtrictly bound to 
do, both by your repeated Subſcriptions, your Pro- 
miſes upon the Holy Sacrament, and your Oath ; 
altho* you did at that very time believe it lawful and 
honeſt for you to do, what your faid Subſcriptions, 
Promiſes and Oath required of you. | 
And if this perverſe practice of yours in omitting. 
and altering what parts of the Common-prayer you 
pleaſed, before the 1 5th of Februar 1690. in ſpight 
of your Obligation by repeated Subſcriptions to 
uſe the whole Form, and the poſitive Commands of 
your Biſhop te do the ſame ; I ſay, if this perverſe 
practice of yours be not a manifeſt. Violation of your 
repeated Subſcriptions, your Promiſes upon the Ho- 
ly Sacrament, and your Oath ; then, jor my part, 1 
know not what is, or can be a Violation of them, 
Here I muſt take occaſion to inform you, that by 
a, miſtake (which my diſtance from the Preſs wou'd 
not ſuffer me to correct) it is ſaid, Def. p. 78.1. (4: | 
that you appeared at Bugden upon the 15th of Feb. 
1690. Whereas it ſhould have been a Figure of Five 
only; the 5th of Februar) being then a Thurſaay, 
'': 8 8 2 _. 
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and the 1 5th (which the Certificate mentions) be- 


ing the S ſeven- night after. 
And now; Sir, the truth of rhe Charge being evi- 
dently proved, I am heartily willing to hear what 


1 


Excuſes you can make for ſuch | | 
. As for the Violation of your Subſcriptions, 
you (m) ſay, yaw Conformed at firſt as much as half 
of the Eſtabliſhed Clergy. Suppoſe this true, Sir; 
why then did you not continue fo to Conform, as 
as you continued in the Eſtabliſhed Church? 
Now how much this Conformity was, which, you 
ay, was as much as half the Eſtabliſhed Clergy pra- 
ctiſe, I cannot rere If it was ſuch DR 
mity, as you confeſs, pap. 43. you fay what is falſe ; 
for 1 am N uaded, 70 an Gd one Clerg 
man in a hundred, that Comſorms at that rate. Bar 
in a word, thoſe that do not Conform according to 
their Subſcriptions, do flatly contradict their Sub- 


ſeriptions; and 1 freely own that ſuch Traitors to 
1 the Church are as certainly guilty of Lying by con- 
; tradicting their Subſcriptions, as your ſelf. | 


But you add, that ſome of your Neighbors con- 
Z formed abundantly leſs than you, and yet were under 
the World ſmiles. Now I cannot believe, that this 
is true. But becauſe tis not my buſineſs to ſearch 
into the State of that County at the time you lived 
in it; therefore I anſwer plainly, that if any of your 
Neighbors were fo wicked, they juſtly deferved ſe- 
vere puniſhment. And perhaps, had it been my * 
fortune to live near them, as you did, I ſhould have 
done em the kindneſs to procure it for em. 

2. As ſor your Promiſes upon the Holy Sacra- 
ment, you ſay nothing that particularly excuſes the 
Breach of them. But e | 
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z. You offer many things to excuſe you from 
the guilt of breaking your Oath. You (») ſay, you 
kepr it, ſo long as you believed it lawful, and was ſa- 
tisfied with it. Would to God this had been true, 
Sir. But alas! tis apparently falſe; for you be- 
lieved it lawtul to read the whole Form of Com- 
mon- prayer upon Feb. 15. 1690. and yet you know 
yery well, that you did not read the whole Form 
till that time; tho” the Biſhop had commanded you 
to do it. 

Ay, but (0) you kept your Oath in that ſenſe in 
which you took it, tho not in the Biſhop's ſenſe. That 
is, when you ſware to obey the Biſhop in lawſul and 
honeſt Matters, you meant, that yow w0#'4 obey him 
only when yow pleaſed, tho the thing commanded by 
him were never ſo lawſul and honeſt. For tis plain, 
that you believed it lawful and honeſt to obey the 
Biſhop's Command in reading the whole Form of 
Common-prayer ; or elſe you could not have read 
the whole Form of Common-prayer upon Feb. 15. 
1690. 

Lou ſay (p) indeed, that yowrowld not, nor would 
do the Work, of two Men ; and therefore did, without 
the Biſhop's leave, moſt regard the main and chief Work 
of a Miniſter, conſidered as ſuch, which lies in Preack- 
ing the Goſpel, as the whole Evangelical wy does as 
bundantly ſhew. And what ſtrength you had to ſpare 
6 'y way of overplut, you 2 in humoring Men. 
Nor did you ever by the Oath mean 10 bind your ſelf 


from doing your duty towards God, And was it not 


poſſible then for Mr. Shepherd to read the whole 
Form of Common-prayer, and to do his duty to 
God by Preaching the Goſpel too? Do not thou- 
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ſands of the Eſtabliſhed Clergy conſtantly do both? 
And was not your own ſtrength ſufficient for that 
fatigue upon Feb. 15. 1690? But I am aſham'd to 
anſwer ſuch a falſe, groundleſs and ridiculous pre- 
rence. e eie is. 2% 
Vou (% fay alſo, that when you took the: Oath of 

Canonical Obedience, you meant to oblige your ſelf te 
that Conformity, that is generally uſed and practiſed 
in the Church of England, and is allowed by the Go - 
verning part of it. Here you ſhould have remem- 
bred, that the Oath- of- Carionical Obedience is, 
that you will obey your Biſhop.in lawſul and honeſt 
Matters; and doth not relate to your Conformity 
any otherwiſe than as 'tis commanded by your Bi- 
ſhop. - But to paſs over this. If you took the Oath 
in that ſenſe you ſpeak of, then you plainly con- 
feſs what I charged you with: For every body 
knows, that Reading the whole Form of Common- 
prayer is that Conformity, which is generally uſed 
and practiſed in the Church of Exg land, and allowed 
by the Governing part of it. And I challenge you 
to. name any one Biſhop, or other Ordinary, or Ec- 
clebaſtical Superior whatſoever, who allows any o- 
ther Conformity; or who will not (when he knows 
them) puniſh ſuch perſons as Conform as you did, 
that is, by halves, or ſcarce ſo much. Wherefore, 
if you obliged your ſelf by Oath to that Confor. 
mity which is generally uſed and practiſed in the 
Church of England, and allowed by the Governing 
part of it; tts plain by your. own conſeſſion, that 
vou did not practiſe that Conſormity and conſe- 
quenty you broke your Oath in that very ſenſe, in 


Which you own you took it, 


83 
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ſwear to obſerve the Canons, tho' they ſwear 


Mr. Shepherd's Conſiderations. 4 
But you (r) object, that if you be perjured, thew 
the Generality of the Eſtabliſhed Clergy are perjured ; 
and () that you are in this point altogether upon the 


ſame bottom-with the Clergy of the Eſtabliſhed Church. 
Fold a little, Sir; and — that none of the 


Eſtabliſhed Clergy can be perjured by breaking their 
Oath of Canonical Obedience, unleſs they have in 
ſome lawful and honeſt Matter refuſed to obey the 
Biſhop's Command. Now if you can ſhew, that 
the Generality of the Eſtabliſhed Clergy have in 
any one lawful and honeſt Matter di ſobeyed the Bi- 
ſhop's Command; then I ſhall freely confeſs, that 
they are perjured as certainly as your ſelf, _ 

Lou (i) fay indeed, that Biſhop Barlow laid your 
Per jury upon your not Conforming according to Canon; 
4 very rightly. For he had commanded you, and 
— you were obliged by Oath, to Con- 
form according to your Subſcription by Canon the 
36th, which was the Canon he required you to keep. 
But then you add, that the Effabliſbed Clergy are un- 
der the ſame Condemnation. For where , who is be 
among the moſt ſuperſtitions of the Eſtabliſhed Clergy, 
that does in all things Conform according to Canon ? 
And what if they do not in all things Conform ac- 
cording to Canon ? Are they for that reaſon perju- 
red? No ſurely. For the Eſtabliſhed Clergy do nos 
nonical 
Obedience to the Biſhop in lawful and honeſt Matters. 
Tis true, if the Bithop commands the Obſervation 
of any particular Canon, which can be lawſully and 
honeſtly obſerved ; then 'tis downright Perjury for 
the Clergy-man to diſobey that Canon ; becauſe he 
thereby diſobeys the Biſhop, whom he is ſworn to 
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ey. But as for thoſe Canons, which the Biſhop 
does not particularly command the Obſervation of x 
us for thoſe Canons, I ſay, (v) it they are practica- 
ble in our preſent Circumſtances, and not annulled 
by Statute, or grown obſolete; it is a fault not to 
dhyſer ve them, becauſe tis diſregarding the Rules of 
the Church; but tis not Perjury, becauſe we are 
not fworn to obſerve them. But I ſhall not enlarge 
upon this Matter, which has been (v) cleared by 
ſome late Writers. D e i 

One thing more I muſt obſerve, before I conclude 
this Point. You (x) ſay, that when you Conform- 
ed, you had juſt thoſe Notions of 222 which 
Ar. Ollyffe and his Brethren have; viz. thoſe No- 
tions which are in Mr. Olyffe's Defence of Miniſte- 
| ral Conformity. Let this very Book then be the 
Feſt of your Guilt. I challenge you to find any 
one in that whole Book, that will in any 
meaſure juſtify you, or even alleviate your fin. 
Shew me therefore, if you can, that according to 
Mr. Olyffe's Notions (which you declare to have 
been your own) a Clergy-man may, without be- 
ing guiley of Lying and Perjury, mangle and alter 
the Form of Common-prayer as you did, notwith- 
ſtanding his l by Can. 36. and the 
Command of his Biſhop, whom he had promiſed 
and ſworn to obey. Shen me this, I fay, and I will 
publicly acknowledge my miſtake, and proclaim your 
Vnnocence to the World. {51 

Secondly, Tam to prove, that you did acknow- 

ledge the forementioned Violation of your Subſcri- 
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ptions, Promiſes and Oath, in open Court. This 
appears not only from the Court- rolls, which ex- 
reſly mention it; but alſo from your own ( y) con- 
ſſion, that you promiſed ro pleaſe the Biſhop, and 
carry your ſelf” as a worrhy man. Theſe Expreſſi- 
ons, uttered in that place, and upon that occaſion, 
<arnot but relate to your former carriage and the 
crimes alledged againſt you. And conſequently, 
they cannot but import a promiſe, that you would 
not for the ſuture carry your ſelf as you had done 
before; but fo as to verſe the Biſhop by ceaſing to 
do thoſe things, which he was diſpleaſed with you 
for, and which were in open Court objected againft 
you. And what Things were thoſe? Why, your 
Half-conformity, &c. And how did you carry 
85 ſelf before? Why, after a ſtubborn wilful 

in matters of Conformity, omitting or alter- 
ing = part of the Common-prayer, when you 
pleaſed, This promiſe therefore, which you con- 
feſs you made in open Court, was an acknowledg- 
ment in open Court of your former guilt. 

But in truth, the thing proves it ſelf. For it 
can't be ſuppoſed, that the Court ( eſpecially, if 
particularly incenſed againſt you, as you pretend) 
would ſuffer you , who were then actually under 
Cenſure for Contumacy, and charged with other 
Miſdemeanors, to have your Suſpenſion taken off, 
and no other Puniſhment inflicted; unleſs you had 
promiſed to amend thoſe things, which by the 
IF of the Fact you were molt certainly 
guilty of. Tis plain therefore, that you confeſſed 

our guilt; for (were there nothing more) your 
re promiſing to amend, and having a Certificate 
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of your amendment returned into the Court, do 
Impl N confeſſion of that which was to be a- 
m IRE 
l I might now proceed to your relapſe, and follow. 
ing Violations of your former Subſcriptions, Pra- 
miſes and Oath; and of your ſecond Promiſes alſo 
made in open Court; and of your ſecond Oath too, 
notwithſtanding your pretended Proteſtation, in 
'what ſenſe. you took it. But I reſolve to be as 
.conciſe as poſſible; and do heartily wiſh that you 
had not furniſhed me with, and forced me to uſe, 
the proofs already urged againſt you. What I have 
briefly ſaid, is abundantly ſufficient to demonſtrate, 
that you did in open Court acknowledge, that you 
had frequently yiolated your firſt Subſcriptions, 
Promiſes and Oath, even at that very time, when 
you thought it lawful for you to obſerve and keep 
them. And if this be not an open Confeſſion of 
repeated Lies and Perjuries, then there never was, 
and never can be ſuch. a Confeſſion made. | 
I could make many ſevere reflectiops upon all the 
parts of your tedious Story,, related in your fourth 
Chapter; wherein you pretend to give a juſt ac+ 
count of your leaving the Eſtabliſhed Church, and 
of your Sufferings (for the Crimes before mentioned) 
in our Courts. I am ſure, it will well bear, and 
moſt juſtly deſerves ſuch Animadverſions, as would 
effectually expoſe you. Tis evident from your 
own words, that the Biſhop had juſt reaſon to ſu- 
ſpect you, to be againſt your coming to St. Neat, 
and to have a very watchful eye over you, Nor are 
his proceedings againſt you to be blamed, but for 
the too great Lenity ck is apparent in them, 
even accaͤrding to your own Narration. 
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*" Tis true, you have (z) ſaid, that the Reverend 
Dr. Fowler, preſent Biſhop of Gloceſter, who in thoſe 
daies treated yow with ſingular Condeſcention and 
Candor, did ſufficiently intimate o you, that he had 
Sentiments vaſtly different from Biſhop Barlow. And 
whoever reads the Context, cannot underſtand that 
paſſage otherwiſe, than that Biſhop Fowler did then 
intimate to you, that he had Sentiments vaſtly dif- 
ferent from Biſhop Barlow's in matters of Confor- 
mity, and thought that you were _ dealt with. 
Whereas this is a great injury done to his Lordſhip, 
who has given me leave to tell you, that he might 
poſſibly intimate to you, that he had Sentiments 
in ſome things vaſtly different from Biſhop Bar- 
bs, viz. in reſpect of that Biſhop's Calviniſtical 
Tenets: but that he was and is ſo far from dif- 
fering from him concerning this matter in diſpute, 
that he did then, and does {till think, that no Bi- 
ſhop can N bear with ſuch irregularities, as 
you have confeſſed, pag. 43. 

By this inſtance any man may gueſs, with what 
integrity you tell your own Story. But I ſhall 
not enter upon ſuch Matters as are foreign to my 
deſign. I am not obliged to do more, than main- 
tain that charge, which I was abſolutely forced to 
lay upon you; and which I heartily with for your 
own ſake, that you had never given any juſt grounds 
and occaſion for. e ke.) 

And now, aſter all that demonſtration of your 
guilt, which you have conſtrained me to produce, 
Iam reſolved to do that by you, which even your 
own party cannot but confeſs to be extremely fair; 
and what I do not believe you would ever have 
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done by me. I am therefore moſt heartily content 

and deſirous to reſer this part of the Controverſy 

between your ſelf and me, to the Arbitration gf 
Mr. Gil/oz and Mr. Gledbil; who are not only Diſ- 
ſenting Teachers, but your own particular Friends. 
And if they will give you leave to publiſh it as 
theix opinion, that you did not violate your Sub- 
ſcriptions, your Promiſes upon the Holy Sacrament, 
and your | firſt Oath of Canonical lence, at 
that very time when you believed it lawful for you 
to abſerye and keep them; then Ido ſolemnly pro- 
miſe, that I will pox, in any thing whatſoever that L 
may hereafrer write, charge you with it. 
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a 5 upon ſeveral Paſſages of Mr Shep- 
erd's. 21 n 


I my ſiſteeneb Chapter I gave you a Taſt of that 
Rhetoric, under the want of which you ſaid. 
the Nation had groaned, and been ſinking deeper 
and deeper into profaneſs from the Feaſt of St. Bar · 
thelomew 1662.,to this very day. Inanſwer to which 
you. (a) tell me, yow' could make repriſals upon the 
' Conformiſts to their diſadvantage, and that he that 
has a mind to ſee ſuch traſh, may find enough of it 
22 tagether by a Doctor of bur awn, in a Book 

bes entitled the Contempt of the Clergy. Now 
ſince you refer me to Dr. Echard's Collections, I 
ſhall take leave to return you Dr. Echard s anſwer ; 
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who ſpeaking of thoſe Non · Conformiſts, wha think 


with you, that his Collections are a notable proaf of 


the badneſs of the preaching uſed in the Eſtabliſbed 
Church, (6) ſaies, they have v0 rea ſom at 41l to ra- 
Joice at his firſt Letter (Which is the Book you men- 
tion) becanſe they there fd, that ſuch is the impru- 
dence ar een of [ome of the Cler 


4 any bed) elſe, and to have as great a ſhare of theſe 
ET that are produced out * idle {nas 8o 
that it ſeems, at leaſt half the traſb in that very 
Book was gathered from amongſt your ſelves; and 
tis very probable, for many reaſons, that the other 
half was gathered from amongſt ſuch perſons as were 
bred Non-Conformiſts, tho' they complied at the 


Reſtoration, 
But I muſt tell you farther, Sir, that the ſame 
Author adds (what you will not be willing to hear) 
that (c) if he had thaught that the Non-conformiſts 
would have been ſo muſtaken, he could have found 
ont as many. follies and eXITAVAgANCIES in one daies 
time out of their. Sermans and Diſcourſes, as in 4 
week any where elſe. And if you'l be pleaſed to 
read a few Pages that follow, you will find great 
cauſe to thank that Author for the pains he. has 
taken to expoſe your Party; and for (d) telling 
them, that he is very. certain, that the greateſt part, 
or at leaſt the moſt famous and. prevailing among jo 
them, are ſo generally addicted to canting, inſigniſi- 
cant Phraſes, and tedions Tawtologies ; that ſhould 
we compare their continual religions Nonſenſe with 


dbb) Some Obſervations upon the Anſwer, &c. in bis Works, Lond. 
1696. p. 107. (c) P.106, (d) F110. 8 3 
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An ANSWER. LY 
dhe inddiſcretions of the Conformiſds, theſe would f- 


ar tolerably ſober and wary Rbetoricians. I muſt 


ill 1 on; and if you have any more 
time to ſpare for your Diverſion, I recommend 
to you lee, Di enters Say *. 

You refer me alſo in your Te] Margin to the 
Cantwry of Scandalons Miniſters. This I ſuppoſe 
"was K to expoſe, not the Preaching, but 
the Viees of ſome of the Eſtabliſhed Clergy in 
the beginning of the Great Rebellion. I could 
return you fach an anſwer —_ this occaſion, as 

would not only grate, but draw bloud. But I 
Corbear. ' Only 1 wust inform you, that whatever 
the Vices of thoſe men were, (for I have never 
ſeen hat Book) L'le undertake to name N 
Miniſters now in Eſſex, that are guilty of as ba 
and ( am ſure ) much better proved. But to 

ceed, 

I had occaſion in the fame Chapter to ask for 
the Seals of the Difſenting Miniſtry.” This you 
are" pleaſed" to take to your ſelf, and you return 
(FN n account of your own Succeſs. And truly, 
Sir, When I read George Fox's impious Journal, I 
find as great pretences às your own, and (I verily 
believe) as true. But rg 7 on can ſay 
thus much, what can the reſt of OF rnvieg ſay, 
who have r ace, „ ifts and abilities? 
Why truly, I ſhall retort the Argument; for if 
your Bret who have greater Grace, and better 
Gifts and Abilities; have done ſo little, as I am 
ſure they have; then I have ſufficient reaſon 
(without giving any other) to think that * have 
done enen or A 
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I perceive, you do not want vanity, You (g 
tell me, that ep "were at St. — on 
were much talen notice n and followed by the Com- 
— alen and that — had a vaſt audluory. And 
t that Emine fred 1 Hugh 
— who rambled about the Country to cheat 
the old Women 6f their Gold-Rings, Bodkins 
and Thimbles, ſay the very ſame, without bright - 
ening his Character + He'thar feads the Author you 
refelted me to, may-ealjly: account for the multi. 
rude of your Followers. See — Echard's Obſer- 
vat. Mag LA G. 
As le th ſſity of ee of bends 
in Ordination, bored you beſtow many words upon, 
{ refer you to your Brethren, the Afﬀembly of 
Divines, who have made owt (as they tell you) 


the divine right \ thr , Jos Divin, 


P. 173. &c. 
There are ſome other Paſſages, which as long as 


1 have room, I ſhall remark upon. 
In the Preface of your Book you charge me 


25 ba rick 4 deliberate fa flue — 9 that yo 
„that there is 4 fo Separation be- 


— N Eftabliſhed Church N 4 Diſſenters. 
Now the truth on't is, I have ſaid this of you; 


and if jt be not true, Ile take the ſhame of a deli- 


berate fulſpood to my (elf. Otherwiſe, it —_ | 
to you know hom. 
It muſt be obſerved a that I did not ay, 


nor do you charge me with ſaying, that you gran- 
ted, that the Sid of the Separation between the 
Eſtabliſhed Church and the Diſſenters, is to be 


charged on the Diſſenters fide. But you charge 
(g) Pag. 24 (b) Pag. N 


— 
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me with ſaying, what I did really ſay, that zHere 
is 4 ſinful Separation between the Eſtabliſbed Charch 
and the Diſſenters, on which ſide ſoever the fin of 
this Separation is to be \charged. 
Now that you have „that there isa ſinful 
Separation between the Eſtabliſned Church and the 
Diſſenters, is extremely plain. For I have (i) ſaid, 


that the whole controverſy (between the Eſtabliſhed 


Church and the Diſſenters) turnt upon the deter- 
mination 3 angle queſtion, whether the Eſta- 
bliſhed ch does impoſe any one unlawful term 
of Lay-Communion, or no. f the Eſtabliſhed 
Churcli does impoſe; any one unlawful term of La 
Communion with. bers” dewbriefſ ſhe is ed, 
and the Separation of the Diſſenters is not only Law- 
ful, 23 But if the Eſtabliſhed Church 
does not impoſe any one unlauful term of Lay-Com- 
munion wit bor; he 1 p for the 
Diſſenters to juſtify their Separation from her. I a 
= to any Map living, hethes in theſe wands | 
ve not plainly ſaid, that there is @ finful Separa- 
tion between the Eſtabliſhed Church and the Diſſenters, 
on which {ide ſoever the Sin thereof is to be charged. 
I am verily ' perſuaded, that no words whatſoever 
can more plainly contain that aſſertion. 
Now if I my ſelt have ſaid in thoſe words, that 
there is a ſinful Separation between the Eſtabliſbed 
Church and the Diſſenters, then you have ſaid ſo 
too. Becauſe you declare, that you do perfectly 
49 with me in thoſe words, by ( faying, 
that in thoſe words I have expreſſed my ſelf very 
clearand full; and ee deſire: the Reader to keep 
thoſe paſſages in bis mind; for that you are as will- 


£4 0 Diſc. of Schiſm, pref, p. 1, 2. 1 Sermons of Separ. 
Epilt. 9, 10. N {} 1 | 
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as my ſelf to take the ſhorteſt way, and b thit 
3 6 ſpredy iſſue. From — 8 tis evident, 
that you allow my words to be true; and that you 
accept and approve that State of the Controverſy, 
which I have therein given; and that you are will- 
ing to join iſſue upon it. Wherefore ſince you 
have made theſe words of mine your own, by pro- 
feſſing that you conſent to them; tis plain, that 
if I have ſaid in thoſe words, that there is a fon- 
ful Separation berween the Eſtabliſhed Church and 
the Diſſenters 3 then you have faid the very ſame 
thing. And conſequently, I ſpake the Real truth, | 
when I faid, that you granted, that there is 4 ſin. 
ration berween the Eſtabliſhed Church and 
the  Diſſenters. And with. what face then could 
you charge me with a deliberate falſbood for aye 
ing that you had granted it? | 
I could eaſily prove, that you have frequently 
faid the ſame. thing in other parts of your Book; 
but that tis at preſent [needleſs ſo. to do. The 
Reader will ſufficiently underſtand from what has 
been already faid, at whoſe door the deliberate fal- 
ſhood Lies. 
However, let me beg you, Sir, for the future 
to have a great care of charging deliberate falſhoods 
upon others, for fear of increaſing that Stock 
of them, which you mult one day anſwer for your 
ſelf. That great number of them, which I proved 
upon you in my Defence, and particularly that baſe 
falſification of St. Ignatius mentioned in the 16th 
Chapter (the far greateſt part of which deliberate 
falſhoods you have not dared even to excuſe) ſhould 
at leaſt have made you cautious of faſtening your 


own Crimes upon other Perſons, _ _ .. 


r 
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I muſt now purge my ſelf ſrom ſomething of 
another Nature. You tell me, that (1) I % n 
ben in flame, that (m) I wrice with bitterneſs, this 
(i) A bring reproaches inſtead | 4, that (o) 
1 am 42 and that (p) 7 fill my Book ith 
nal Reflections and provoking L ; ow 
tho ch ear is, I have charged you 1 my —_ 
. and it is — a 9 Wes 
which knew would ſit very hard upon you. But 
then you muſt Conſider, 1. That I was abſolutely 
forced to mention it. 2. That I wasfo very brief 
in the relation of it, that it did not fill one Page. 
3+ That I have given you an abſolute demonſtra- 
Gon of the truth of it. But I am perſuaded that 
whoever has read thoſe: cannot juſtly charge 
me with fllins my Book with perſonal reflecti- 
ons. And-it the relation of ſome naked truths, 
be 4 teproach to you, ydu muſt thank none but 
your ſelf for it; and it you are reſolved to call 
me n Reviter., becauſe I was forced to diſce ver 
ſomething of your wickedneſs, I ſhall never be 
troubled at it. 
But then, fince you talk of my 4; 


pd 
in flame, and writing with bitterneſs, 4 Feud — 
Book with provoking languuge, I challenge you to 
ive me any one inſtance of a fiery, bitter, or 
anntivg ſpirit; tho? all the World mult grant, that 
you have given me the juſteſt occaſion of ſaying 
the ſevereſt things imaginable. *T was abſolutely 
neceſſary for me to take notice of thoſe falſhoods, 
flanders, ſelſ. contradictions, and other beauties of 
Pour Stile, Which I was forced to examine inftead 


eee 
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ticulars cannot but be, to the guilty 
roviking language. Bur then, -tho' I was bound 


the 


Mr, \Shiepherd's Conſiderations. 53 


Arguments; and the bare mentioning of ſach par- 
on, moſt 


5 ice to load your Conſcience with the 
guilt of your Crimes, and as a Scholar to expoſe 
the weakneſs of your pretended Reaſonings; yet 
my Words were as ſoft as the nature of ſuch things 
could poſſibly bear; my Reproofs (tho' very home) 
were given in à Chriſtian manner; and I blamed you 
for nothing which Charity it ſelf could account a 
natural imperfection. I can aſſure you, that ſe- 
veral good men have taxed me with writing roo 

againſt one, who in their opinion deſerves 
the coarſeſt treatment. If I was ſometimes leſs 
grave, my mirth was alwaies innocent. I defy 


malice it ſelf to point at ote ſyllable of profaneſs, 


tho you () have falſly charged me with it, I 
did not mention ſome ſtrange paſſages of Mr.Gonge's 
in particular. becauſe they would obſcute the Ma- 
jeſty of God. But in other matters, whenſoe ver 
1 touch upon that which is exrravagantly ridicu- 
_ I confeſs, I muſt laugh a little , and cannot 

elp it. 0 
8 ſuppoſe I had really dit my pen in 
flame, and written with bitterneſi, and filled my 
Book with provoking 1a ; I pray, had Mr. 

any reaſon to complain? Let me intreat 
you, Sir, to review thoſe particulars which I have 
obſerved in my Defence, eſpecially the 1oth Chap- 
ter. You know 7 appealed (r) to any indifferent 
judge, whether it be poſſible for any thing on this ſide 
tomleſi pit ro be more vile and abominablt, than 
the Generality of the Eſtabliſhed Clergy ( the Biſhops 
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themſelves not excepred ) are, accor 
Yeription of them in that Book which 
ned. You () had repreſented them as ſuch pro- 
"fligate Wrotches, that if they die in their preſent con- 
dition, they muſt inf. park} $i 0.to the Devil; If your 
words be true, many "= are downright Deiſts 
or Atheiſts ; worſe than Socinians, and cuen than the 
Turks; are tither mere Heathens, or mere Jews, 
Blaſphemers of the Holy Ghoſt ; nay, Devils incarnate, 


"think you, ſomething of flame i 2 your Pen, and of 
bitterneſi in your Writing, and provok 
in your beads And are you a fit perf to eb 


4 theſe faults in others? | 
But you are reſolved to be alwaies the ſame, and 


to rail as heartily in this Book as you did in the 
other. For inſtance, (tho' I ſhall not mention e 
thing of this nature) you repreſent the whole Eſta- 
_ -bliſhed Church, both Clergy and Layety, as a mere 
2 nagogue of Satan, and the very Seat of Anti- 
iſt, ſaying that (r) tis 4 
pot that ſuch a man can fit eaſy among em, that can- 
not ſet the Church above 2 ; that * Clergy are 
. "(#) Fovial, and not over. ſerious, and (w) 4 dumb, 
| "gpnorant or careleſs Miniſtry, and are 0 0 yon 
1% an wnthinking, careleſs people. 
Tu ou fay, Biſhop Barlow was 5 4 e 
and Tyrannical Man, who ſhewed uo pity to tender 
*Conſciences (that is, ſuch Conſciences as your own, 
which made no bones of Lying and Perjury) but 
"rather laid more Irons on them, reſembling therein the 
==> rages f * una is, 2 nh Barlow 
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or at leaſt Factor: for he Devil, &c. Was there not, 
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.. -aedlike the Devil. You add, that he (=): was _ 


£2 

TEE — r 
= anti int [erioxs Godline(s. | pe 355 
— 5 A ker my ſelf (God help me) I am cen as 
r black as you can paint me. I am (a) one of the 
bs - ſottiſhly ignorant, or thoſe whoſe malignity has wormed 
2 . owt or bed their reaſon. I have ( an axtipathy 
S, to good manners, my mouth (c) needs waſhing, and 
e, my hands are (4) extremely dirty. I have (e) nothing 
bt of Humility and Meckneſs, have thrown off all be- 
of manity, and (F) throw dirt with one hand, and fire 
ge with the other. I have (g) an unuſual aſſurance, 
ve (h) 4 moſt exalted pride; and once (tis well in- 
it was no oftener) I chanced to loſe all pati- 
id ence and modeſty; and (by the way) I wiſh it had 
he been your good fortune, Sir, to have found a ſmall 
ry quantity of either of em. It ſeems alſo, that (i) I 
ta- am a ſcoffing Clergy-man, (k) a profane Scholar, and 
re one of the (1) fierce Atheiſts. Now if theſe Cha- 
I racters do not contain abundance of flame, bitrer- 
4 neſt and provoking language ; I am greatly miſta- 
n- ken. > | | 

Ire And yet, notwithſtanding this heap of Infamy, 
vb, which you have moſt unjuſtly caſt upon the Eſta- 
ted bliſhed Church in general, and upon Biſhop Bar- 
a low and my ſelf in particular; you () fay, you 
ted are ftill in Humor, and that you ſcrupie ſpeaking 
der cuil of your Neighbor. What treatment then ma 
vn, we all expect, when your Worſhip is diſpleaſed, and 
but ſhall vouchſafe to ſpeak, what you think EVIL, 
the Wa | 
low FG, _—_— 

| z) Pag. ) P.22. (b) P. G. (c) P. 85. d) P. et. 
27 x; nn” ) P. 21. 85 2 602.80, 7 
F. 80, 91. (Y P. 6, (m) P. 21. | | 
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As * me, had you but added a l 
you had certainly given me al the Accoutrements 
of a complete DEVIL. But I conſider, that 
your Tongue is no Slander; and therefore I fhall 
not reſent your, having made (tha! not Druit, yet) 
a fimiſtid Aonſter of m. | 
' \Qne thing. more I cannot but take notice of. 
vou have confidence enough to ( fay, that Ori- 


as this is ſo groſs and palpable a Falſhood, as (had 


I not been acquainted with ' your: way! of Writing) 
I ſhould have thought it r ee 3 Man 


to = guilty of. 
I might proceed in my Remarks upon many o- 
er particulars; but that I have already written a 


Fra» 'Anſwer, than either I had deſigned, or your 


Conſpderations require. Beſides, you have (oYaffus 


red me, that he thar read (Mr. Lock yer's; Mr. Gowge's 4 

and-your-own Y good Books on 
- will inſenſibly ſlay himſelf 5th the enth. Tis ad- 
viſable r to wh from ſuch Work, as will 
by your own | confeſſion Foo. a a man to * 


eſe to weed , 
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A Diſcourſe of Schiſm, &c. The Second ' Edition. = 
= Defence of the Diſcourſe of Schi/on, in Anders Mr, Ship 
Author. 1 
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